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Art Unit: 2439 

DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

This communication is in response to the amendment filed on 09/29/2008. 
Claims 1-33 and 36-38 remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/29/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With respect to the preliminary comments towards the term "the Examiner 
notes". The examiner uses the term "notes" and a form of interpretation of the cited 
reference and has not utilized an "Examiner's Official Notice" which would require a 35 
USC 103 rejection. 

With respect to claim 1 , the applicant argues that Dickinson fails to disclose 
"notification includes package identification data" and responsive to receipt of the 
package identification data from a selected on of the recipients, providing the selected 
recipient with access to the package." The examiner disagrees. 

The examiner notes that Dickinson discloses "notification includes package 
identification data" (see at least, page 7 lines 13-16) and "responsive to receipt of the 
package identification data from a selected on of the recipients, providing the selected 
recipient with access to the package" (see at least, page 13, line 19-page 14, line 20). 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,901 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2439 

The examiner notes that Dickinson discloses that notifications can be sent to a sender 
or recipient or system administrator (see at least, page 7, lines 13-16). Further 
Dickinson discloses that a notification message can a be accompanied with the original 
message and are triggered by a given policy (see at least, page 13, line 31 -page 14, 
line 7). Therefore the Examiner interprets a notification message is accompanied with a 
actual message therefore the notification would be tied and include data regarding the 
original message that it is accompanied with (e.g. package identification data). Further 
the examiner notes that Dickinson discloses the disposition action is used with respect 
to the notification and original message (see at least, page 13, lines 31 -page 14, line 
20). The examiner has interpreted that a deferred message is a disposition action in 
which the original message is sent later at a later/future time. Further the examiner 
notes the notification message as shown in Figure 6(b) is used as a basis of judgment 
with respect to the disposition action (e.g. step 623 Continue). Therefore the examiner 
has interpreted that under the broadest reasonable interpretation that a notification 
message can trigger polices in which a notification message is accompanied with the 
original message and therefore the notification message requires a response before the 
deferred message can be delivered to the given destination (see at least, page 13, lines 
31 -page 14, line 20 and Figure 6(b)) and therefore reads on the applicants claimed 
limitations of "notification includes package identification data" and responsive to receipt 
of the package identification data from a selected on of the recipients, providing the 
selected recipient with access to the package". Therefore this argument is not 
persuasive. 
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With respect to claim 27 and 30, the applicant argues that Dickinson fails to 
disclose "wherein the notification includes package identification data usable by the 
particular recipient to retrieve the package from at least one of the servers" and "a 
notification message that includes package identification data usable by the particular 
recipient to retrieve the package from the service". The examiner disagrees. 

The examiner notes that Dickinson discloses that "wherein the notification 
includes package identification data usable by the particular recipient to retrieve the 
package from at least one of the servers" (see at least page 13, line 19-page 14, line 
20). The examiner notes that Dickinson discloses that notification message is 
accompanied with a actual message therefore the notification would be tied and include 
data regarding the original message that it is accompanied with (e.g. package 
identification data) (see at least, page 13, line 19-page 14, line 7). Further the examiner 
notes that a message can be retrieved from the server by the recipient (see at least, 
Figure 5(b) and 5(c) and further interprets the server can be a service). The examiner 
notes that a message would be retrieved from the server and sent to the recipient (see 
at least, page 13, line 5: the examiner notes transmitting the message to the client to be 
retrieving from a server). Further the examiner notes that Dickinson discloses the 
disposition action is used with respect to the notification and original message (see at 
least, page 13, lines 31 -page 14, line 20). The examiner has interpreted that a deferred 
message is a disposition action in which the original message is sent later at a 
later/future time. Further the examiner notes the notification message as shown in 
Figure 6(b) is used as a basis of judgment with respect to the disposition action (e.g. 
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step 623 Continue). Therefore the examiner has interpreted that under the broadest 
reasonable interpretation that a notification message can trigger polices in which a 
notification message is accompanied with the original message and therefore the 
notification message requires a response before the deferred message can be delivered 
to the given destination from the mail server. Further the original/deferred message is 
tied with respect to the notification message (e.g. accompanied) (see at least, page 13, 
lines 31 -page 14, line 20 and Figure 5(b), (c) and 6(b)) and therefore reads on the 
applicants claimed limitations of "wherein the notification includes package identification 
data usable by the particular recipient to retrieve the package from at least one of the 
servers". Therefore these arguments are not persuasive. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4, 8-22, 24-33, and 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dickinson et al. (WO 99/05814) 

Claim 1 

Dickinson discloses a computer readable medium useful in association with a computer 
which includes a processor and a memory (see at least, page 5, lines 20-26: the 
examiner notes the email firewall takes the form of a program executing on a 
conventional general purpose computer), the computer readable medium including 
computer instructions which are configured to cause the computer to assure adherence 
to a policy by a package to be delivered from a sender associated with an enterprise to 
one or more recipients through a computer network by (see at least, page 3, lines 10- 
29: the examiner notes Company A sending encrypted emails to Company B in which 
Company A's email firewall will perform encryption of the email based on the domain 
name of Company B before the transmission of the message to Company B and page 
13, lines 7-18: the examiner notes the email firewall prior to transmitting a message and 
page 14, lines 8-20: the examiner notes policy managers enforce policies before a 
message is sent to a destination(s)): responsive to receipt of package data which is 
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generated by the sender and which specifies the package, applying a policy to the 
package wherein the policy is specified by policy data received from a policy authority of 
the sender, the policy authority including a rule base associated with the sender 
enterprise (see at least, page 3, lines 10-29: the examiner notes Company A sending 
encrypted emails to Company B in which Company A's email firewall will perform 
encryption of the email based on the domain name of Company B before the 
transmission of the message to Company B and page 13, lines 7-18: the examiner 
notes the email firewall prior to transmitting a message and page 14, lines 8-20: the 
examiner notes policy managers enforce policies before a message is sent to a 
destination(s)); determining whether the policy permits delivery of the package (see at 
least, page 14, lines 8-20: the examiner notes a determination is made by the email 
firewall if encryption is required for a message or if it should be returned to the sender 
for encryption); and upon a condition in which the policy permits delivery of the package 
(see at least, page 14, lines 8-20: the examiner notes a determination is made by the 
email firewall if encryption is required for a message or if it should be returned to the 
sender for encryption), delivering the package by: sending notification to the recipients 
wherein the notification includes package identification data (see at least, page 7, lines 
13-16: the examiner notes the policy engine can result in generation of a plurality of 
additional messages, for example, for notification to the sender or recipient); responsive 
to receipt of the package identification data from a selected one of the recipients, 
providing the selected recipient with access to the package (see at least, page 13, line 
19 - page 14, line 20: the examiner notes in addition notification actions allow 
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specification of whether the original message should accompany the notification and 
further disposition action determines whether the message continues to the destination). 

Claim 2 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein the policy 
applying comprises: determining that the package satisfies one or more conditions; and 
if the package satisfies the one or more conditions, performing one or more actions 
which are associated with the one or more conditions (see at least, page 14, lines 8-20: 
the examiner notes a determination is made by the email firewall if encryption is 
required for a message or if it should be returned to the sender for encryption). 

Claim 3 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein the one or more 
actions include blocking delivery of the package (see at least, page 14, lines 8-31: the 
examiner notes messages that are deferred, quarantined, or returned). 

Claim 4 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein the one or more 
actions include blocking delivery of the package pending review of the package by the 
policy authority (see at least, page 7, lines 13-16: the examiner notes the policy engine 
can result in generation of plurality of additional messages, for example, quarantined). 
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Claim 8 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein at least one of 
the actions notifies at least one predetermined recipient of one or more others of the 
actions (see at least, page 7, lines 10-16: the examiner notes the generation of the 
plurality of additional messages for example for notification to sender or recipient or 
system administrator). 

Claim 9 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 8 wherein the 
predetermined recipient is the sender (see at least, page 6, lines 1-10: the examiner 
notes a destination field can contain any destination email address (e.g. the sender)). 

Claim 10 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein the one or more 
actions include modifying the package (see at least, page 3, lines 10-29: the examiner 
notes the email firewall would modify the package by applying encryption). 

Claim 11 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 10 wherein the modifying 
of the package includes removing one or more data files attached to the package (see 
at least, page 8, lines 10-22: the examiner notes content control policies for filtering 
attachments). 
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Claim 12 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 10 wherein the modifying 
the package includes modifying a message within the package (see at least, page 8, 
lines 10-22: the examiner notes content control policies for filtering specific words in the 
body of a message). 

Claim 13 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 10 wherein the modifying 
of the package includes modifying data which specifies the manner in which the 
package is to be delivered (see at least, page 7, line 29-page 8, line 9: the examiner 
notes filtering based on date and time of transmission). 

Claim 14 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 10 wherein the modifying 
of the package includes modifying data which specifies recipient actions which can be 
performed on the package after receipt by the recipient (see at least, page 7, line 29- 
page 8, line 9: the examiner notes filtering based on date and time of transmission). 

Claim 15 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein one or more of 
the conditions include a Boolean expression involving data related to the sender (see at 
least, Figure 1 : the examiner notes the firewalls for the sender and recipient are 
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configured by the firewall administrator for multiple policies and page 13, line 19 - page 
14, line 20: the examiner notes logic expressions "AND" "OR" operations). 

Claim 16 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein one or more of 
the conditions include a Boolean expression involving data related to one or more of the 
recipients (see at least, Figure 1 : the examiner notes the firewalls for the sender and 
recipient are configured by the firewall administrator for multiple policies and page 13, 
line 19 - page 14, line 20: the examiner notes logic expressions "AND" "OR" 
operations).. 

Claim 17 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 2 wherein one or more of 
the conditions include a Boolean expression involving data related to one or more 
attributes of the package (see at least, Figure 1 : the examiner notes the firewalls for the 
sender and recipient are configured by the firewall administrator for multiple policies and 
page 13, line 19 - page 14, line 20: the examiner notes logic expressions "AND" "OR" 
operations). 

Claim 18 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein the package 
data is generated by the sender through a web browse (see at least, page 6, lines 11- 
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18: the examiner notes the use HTTP for email transfer and notes is the actual 
communications protocol that enables Web browsing). 

Claim 19 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 18 wherein the package 
data includes HTML form data (see at least, page 8, lines 23-26: the examiner notes the 
MIME format which uses HTML to refer to the MIME type data). 

Claim 20 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein the policy data 
is received from the policy authority through a computer network (see at least, page 5, 
line 30-page 6, line 26: the examiner notes the LAN network and the access firewall 
being attached to the LAN network and page 7, line 17-28: the examiner notes policies 
are entered by an administrator of an e-mail firewall via a configuration module). 

Claim 21 

Dickinson discloses computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein the computer 
network includes the Internet (see at least, page 5, line 30-page 6, line 26: the examiner 
notes a WAN network such as the Internet and page 7, line 17-28: the examiner notes 
policies are entered by an administrator of an e-mail firewall via a configuration module). 
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Claim 22 

Dickinson discloses computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein the notification is 
sent to the recipients as an SMTP e-mail message (see at least, page 6, lines 11-18: 
the examiner notes the use of SMTP module to reply messages and page 7, lines 1 1 - 
16: the examiner notes notifications are sent as messages). 

Claim 24 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 wherein sending the 
package to the providing the selected recipient with access to the package in response 
to receipt of the package identification data comprises: sending includes transferring the 
package in connection accordance with a hypertext transfer (HTTP) type protocol 
interaction (see at least, page 6, lines 11-18: the examiner notes the use of HTTP to 
transfer messages). 

Claim 25 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 , further comprising: 
computer instructions executable to facilitate the receipt of the sender-generated 
package data (see at least, page 13, lines 7-18: the examiner notes a response to 
receiving a message). 
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Claim 26 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of Claim 1 , further comprising: 
computer instructions executable to facilitate the receipt of the package identification 
data from one of the recipients (see at least, col. 7, lines 10-16: the examiner notes a 
notification would represent receipt of the message from one of the recipients). 

Claim 27 

Dickinson discloses a computer program product encoded in one or more computer 
readable media see at least, page 5, lines 20-26: the examiner notes the email firewall 
takes the form of a program executing on a conventional general purpose computer), 
the program product comprising: instructions executable on one or more servers 
interposed between a sender and one or more recipients to apply a rule based policy 
associated with the sender's enterprise to a package to be delivered from the sender to 
one or more of the recipients (see at least, page 3, lines 10-29: the examiner notes 
Company A sending encrypted emails to Company B in which Company A's email 
firewall will perform encryption of the email based on the domain name of Company B 
before the transmission of the message to Company B and page 5, lines 20-26: the 
examiner notes the e-mail firewall takes the form of a program executing on a general 
purpose computing system running the Windows NT operating system (e.g. which can 
be configured to run as a web server (e.g. Windows NT Server 4.0)) and page 13, lines 
7-18: the examiner notes the email firewall prior to transmitting a message and page 14, 
lines 8-20: the examiner notes policy managers enforce policies before a message is 
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sent to a destination(s)), the instructions further executable to determine whether the 
policy permits delivery of the package to a particular one of the recipients see at least, 
page 14, lines 8-20: the examiner notes a determination is made by the email firewall if 
encryption is required for a message or if it should be returned to the sender for 
encryption), and upon determination of a condition in which the policy permits delivery 
of the package, executable to initiate notification of the particular recipient, wherein the 
notification includes package identification data usable by the particular recipient to 
retrieve the package from at least one of the servers (see at least, page 13, line 19 - 
page 14, line 20: the examiner notes in addition notification actions allow specification of 
whether the original message should accompany the notification and further disposition 
action determines whether the message continues to the destination). 

Claim 28 

Dickinson discloses the computer program product of claim 27, further comprising: a 
hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) type interface for sender interaction with at least one 
of the servers (see at least, page 6, lines 11-18: the examiner notes HTTP); and a 
simple mail transfer protocol (SMTP) type interface for supply of a notification message 
to the particular recipient (see at least, page 6, lines 11-18: the examiner notes the use 
of SMTP module to reply messages and page 7, lines 11-16: the examiner notes 
notifications are sent as messages) . 
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Claim 29 

The computer program product of claim 27, wherein communications via at least one of 
the HTTP-type interface and the SMTP-type interface are secured using a secure 
socket layer (SSL) protocol (see at least, page 1 , lines 20-30: the examiner notes the 
use of Secure Socket Technologies for the WWW and page 6, lines 11-18: the 
examiner notes HTTP and the use of SMTP module to reply messages and page 7, 
lines 11-16: the examiner notes notifications are sent as messages). 

Claim 30 

Dickinson discloses a secure package delivery system comprising: a service hosted on 
one or more servers and interposed between a sender and one or more recipients to 
apply a rule based policy associated with the sender's enterprise to a package to be 
delivered from the sender to one or more of the recipients (see at least, page 3, lines 
10-29: the examiner notes Company A sending encrypted emails to Company B in 
which Company A's email firewall will perform encryption of the email based on the 
domain name of Company B before the transmission of the message to Company B 
and page 5, lines 20-26: the examiner notes the e-mail firewall takes the form of a 
program executing on a general purpose computing system running the Windows NT 
operating system (e.g. which can be configured to run as a web server (e.g. Windows 
NT Server 4.0)) and page 13, lines 7-18: the examiner notes the email firewall prior to 
transmitting a message and page 14, lines 8-20: the examiner notes policy managers 
enforce policies before a message is sent to a destination(s)),; and a policy manager of 
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the service operable to determine whether the policy permits delivery of the package to 
a particular one of the recipients, and upon determination of a condition in which the 
policy permits delivery of the package (see at least, page 3, lines 10-29: the examiner 
notes Company A sending encrypted emails to Company B in which Company A's email 
firewall will perform encryption of the email based on the domain name of Company B 
before the transmission of the message to Company B and page 5, lines 20-26: the 
examiner notes the e-mail firewall takes the form of a program executing on a general 
purpose computing system running the Windows NT operating system (e.g. which can 
be configured to run as a web server (e.g. Windows NT Server 4.0)) and page 13, lines 
7-18: the examiner notes the email firewall prior to transmitting a message and page 14, 
lines 8-20: the examiner notes policy managers enforce policies before a message is 
sent to a destination(s)), to initiate notification of the particular recipient (see at least, 
page 7, lines 1 0-1 6: the examiner notes generation of a plurality of additional message, 
for example, for notification to the sender or recipient); and a delivery manager operable 
to transmit to the particular recipient a notification message that includes package 
identification data usable by the particular recipient to retrieve the package from the 
service (see at least, page 7, lines 10-16: the examiner notes generation of a plurality of 
additional message, for example, for notification to the sender or recipient);. 



Claim 31 

Dickinson discloses secure package delivery system of claim 30, further comprising: an 
interface for communication with a policy authority for the sender's enterprise (see at 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,901 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2439 

least, page 7, line 17-28: the examiner notes policies are entered by an administrator of 
an e-mail firewall via a configuration module). 

Claim 32 

Dickinson discloses secure package delivery system of claim 31 , further comprising: the 
policy authority (see at least, page 7, line 17-28: the examiner notes policies are 
entered by an administrator (e.g. policy authority) of an e-mail firewall via a 
configuration module). 

Claim 33 

Dickinson discloses the secure package delivery system of claim 30, further comprising: 
a hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) type interface for sender interaction with the 
service; and a simple mail transfer protocol (SMTP) type interface for supply of the 
notification message to the particular recipient (see at least, page 6, lines 11-18: the 
examiner notes HTTP and the use of SMTP module to reply messages and page 7, 
lines 11-16: the examiner notes notifications are sent as messages).. 

Claim 36 

Dickinson discloses the computer readable medium of claim 1, wherein the selected 
recipient is not associated with the sender enterprise (see at least, page 6, lines 1-10: 
the examiner notes a destination field can contain any destination email address (e.g. 
the sender)).. 
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Claim 37 

Dickinson discloses the computer program product of claim 27, wherein the particular 
recipient is not associated with the sender enterprise (see at least, page 6, lines 1-10: 
the examiner notes a destination field can contain any destination email address (e.g. 
the sender)). 

Claim 38 

Dickinson discloses the secure package delivery system of claim 30, wherein the 
particular recipient is not associated with the sender enterprise (see at least, page 6, 
lines 1-10: the examiner notes a destination field can contain any destination email 
address (e.g. the sender)). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dickinson 
et al. (WO 99/05814) in view of Schutzman et al. (US 5,627,764). 

Claim 5 

Dickinson fails to disclose wherein the one or more actions include documenting the 
delivery of the package. 

However, Schutzman discloses wherein the one or more actions include 
documenting the delivery of the package (see at least, column 6, line 59 - column 7, 
lines 6: the examiner notes a message event is created indicating the date and time of 
receipt and column 20, lines 20-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Dickinson to include discloses wherein 
the one or more actions include documenting the delivery of the package as taught by 
Schutzman. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings in order to provide a flexible, efficient, even driven and conditional rule-base 
system which can be transparently implemented for applications (see at least, 
Schutzman, column 3, lines 9-12). 
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Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dickinson et al. (WO 99/05814) in view of Schutzman et al. (US 5,627,764) as applied 
to claim 5 above, and further in view of Kuzma (US 5,771 ,355). 

Claim 6 

Dickinson in view of Schutzman fails to disclose wherein the documenting of the 
delivery of the package includes storing a copy of the package. 

However Kuzma discloses wherein the documenting of the delivery of the 
package includes storing a copy of the package (see at least, column 8, line 51 -column 
9 line 22: the examiner notes for example, a server of the network closer in terms of 
cost to a recipient retains for a certain time a copy of the attachment when it passes the 
attachment to a recipient of the e-mail message, so that the copy may in some 
instances be sent to a subsequent recipient that requests the attachment without the 
attachment needing to be retrieved from its original storage location, which is further in 
terms of cost than its temporary cached location). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Dickinson in view of Schutzman to 
include wherein the documenting of the delivery of the package includes storing a copy 
of the package as taught by Kuzma. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings in order to have a memory storage device of a local 
node network store incoming email messages and attachments in order to prevent 
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overloading of email messages to the local node (see at least, Kuzma, column 1 , lines 
36-52). 



Claim 7 

Dickinson in view of Schutzman fails to disclose wherein the one documenting of the 
delivery of the package includes sending a copy of the package to a predetermined 
recipient. 

However Kuzma discloses wherein the one documenting of the delivery of the 
package includes sending a copy of the package to a predetermined recipient (see at 
least, column 8, line 51 -column 9 line 22: the examiner notes for example, a server of 
the network closer in terms of cost to a recipient retains for a certain time a copy of the 
attachment when it passes the attachment to a recipient of the e-mail message, so that 
the copy may in some instances be sent to a subsequent recipient that requests the 
attachment without the attachment needing to be retrieved from its original storage 
location, which is further in terms of cost than its temporary cached location). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Dickinson in view of Schutzman to 
include wherein the one documenting of the delivery of the package includes sending a 
copy of the package to a predetermined recipient as taught by Kuzma. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to have a 
memory storage device of a local node network store incoming email messages and 
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attachments in order to prevent overloading of email messages to the local node (see at 
least, Kuzma, column 1, lines 36-52). 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dickinson et al. 
(WO 99/05814) in view of Kuzma (US 5,771 ,355). 

Claim 23 

Dickinson fails to disclose wherein the package identification data is supplied as part of 
a URL. 

However Kuzma discloses wherein the package identification data is supplied as 
part of a URL (see at least, column, 5, line 55-column, 6, line 2: the examiner notes an 
attachment reference is generated which comprises a URL pointer to the location of the 
attachment). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Dickinson to include wherein the 
package identification data is supplied as part of a URL as taught by Kuzma. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to 
have a memory storage device of a local node network store incoming email messages 
and attachments in order to prevent overloading of email messages to the local node 
(see at least, Kuzma, column 1, lines 36-52). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KARI L. SCHMIDT whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-1385. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 7:30am - 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571-272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Kari L Schmidt/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2439 

/Kambiz Zand/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2434 



